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DETAILED ACTION 



Oath/Declaration 

1 . The Oath/Declaration filed on 06/22/2006 are considered. 



Drawings 

2. The drawings filed on 06/22/2006 have been objected by draftsperson. See attached PTO- 
948 form. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 12/15/2006 is being considered 
by the examiner. 



Claim Objections 

4. Claims 7, 8, 13 and 14 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 7 recites "a carrier table" which is not disclosed or supported from applicant 

specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 8 recites "may be fixed or adjustable" which renders claims the claim indefinite 

because the claim unclear as to whether or not certain limitations following such indefinite 

language are intended to be part of the claimed subject mater. Appropriate correction is 

required. 
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Claim 13 recites of P=3 A about 15 A " which is not clear to examiner what does "A" stand 
for. Appropriate correction/clarification is required. 

Claim 14 should only have only one capital letter starting the claim, all other capital 
letters should be changed to small, since this confuses whether or not the claim is in one sentence 
form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 9, 10, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blum et al. (US Pub. 2006/0098164). 

With respect to claim 1, Blum et al. discloses a frame (figure 2, element 200) having an 
object (i.e. eye charts, the patient reviews the eye charts through his/her own electro-active 
eyewear 220) associated therewith, a spectacles frame (figure 2, elements 230, 240, 250, 260) 
coupled to the frame, and two lenses coupled to said spectacles frame (230, 240, 250, 260). 
However, Blum et al. does not implicitly disclose wherein the diopter value (O) of the lenses is 
governed by the equation ®=l/u+A+B-A<I>, wherein "A" is the degree of myopia, which is 
negative and reflects the diopter of distance vision correcting, "B" is the degree of focus-out 
diopter and has a value between 0.1-3D, "AO" is the adjust value, and "u" is the distance 
between the object and said lenses. It is obvious that Blum et al. functions the same since Blum 
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disclose a similar structure claimed by applicant. In additionally, the Applicant has presented no 
discussion in the specification which convinces the Examiner that the particular formula is 
critical feature invented by applicant. 

With respect to claim 9, Blum et al. further discloses wherein the lens (element 210) is 
substitutable lens. 

With respect to claim 10, Blum et al. further discloses wherein the subject is a visual 
object. 

With respect to claim 12, Blum et al. further discloses wherein the object is a double 
viewed object and is paratactic so imaging can be formatted binocularly by double lenses. 

With respect to claim 13, Blum et al. further discloses wherein the lenses are a triangular 
prism having a degree of P=3 A about 15 A , and the special visual object is a single vision mark. 

7. Claims 2-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blum et al. 
(US Pub. 2006/0098164), as applied to claims 1 above, in view of Balliet (US 4,408,846). 

With respect to claims 2-4, Blum et al. discloses a frame (figure 2, element 200) having 
an object (i.e. eye charts, the patient reviews the eye charts through his/her own electro-active 
eyewear 220) associated therewith, a spectacles frame (figure 2, elements 230, 240, 250, 260) 
coupled to the frame, and two lenses coupled to said spectacles frame (230, 240, 250, 260). The 
diopter value (O) of the lenses is governed by the equation <D=l/u+A+B-AO, wherein "A" is the 
degree of myopia, which is negative and reflects the diopter of distance vision correcting, "B" is 
the degree of focus-out diopter and has a value between 0. 1~3D, "AO" is the adjust value, and 
"u" is the distance between the object and the lenses. However, Blum does not disclose wherein 
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the value of u is between 250mm-330mm. Balliet teaches in Figure 1 with a lens (element 15); 
a target (element 20); wherein the target (20) is movable on rack (39), and the distance between 
the lens (15) and the target (20) is variable. 

It would have been obvious, therefore, at the time the invention was made to a person 
having skill in the art to construct the acoustic imaging apparatus with a lens and object such as 
disclosed by Blum, and with distance between lens and target variable such as discloses by 
Balliet, for purpose of adjusting target image. 

With respect to claim 5, the teachings of Blum et al. in view of Balliet are described 
above. Balliet also teaches wherein the distance between the lens and target is adjustable 
because it contains the monitor drive (figure 1, element 13) and the rack (39). 

With respect to claim 6, Blum et al. further discloses wherein a table-frame of spectacles 
(230, 240, 250, 260), wherein said table-frame of spectacles is a machine controlled device 
configured to be fixed or adjustable. 

With respect to claim 7, Blum et al. discloses a carrier table under said table-frame of 
spectacles (230, 240, 250, 260), and there is an elevator of the carrier table. 

8. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blum et al. (US 
Pub. 2006/0098164), as applied to claims 1 above, in view of Kohayakawa (US 5,231,430). 

Blum et al. discloses a frame (figure 2, element 200) having an object (i.e. eye charts, the 
patient reviews the eye charts through his/her own electro-active eyewear 220) associated 
therewith, a spectacles frame (figure 2, elements 230, 240, 250, 260) coupled to the frame, and 
two lenses coupled to said spectacles frame (230, 240, 250, 260). The diopter value (O) of the 
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lenses is governed by the equation 0=l/u+A+B-AO, wherein "A" is the degree of myopia, 
which is negative and reflects the diopter of distance vision correcting, "B" is the degree of 
focus-out diopter and has a value between 0.1 -3D, "AO" is the adjust value, and u is the 
distance between the object and the lenses. However, Blum does not disclose wherein the 
lenses are a concave and convex lens. Kohayakawa teaches a knockdown lens (Figure 10, 
element 31) comprising a convex lens and concave lens (column 11, lines 15-16). 

It would have been obvious, therefore, at the time the invention was made to a person 
having skill in the art to construct an ophthalmic apparatus with a knockdown lens such as 
disclosed by Blum et al, and with a knockdown lens (Figure 10, element 31) comprising a 
convex lens and concave lens such as discloses by Kohayakawa, for purpose of adjusting target 
image. 

9. Claims 11,14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Blum et al. (US Pub. 2006/0098164), as applied to claims 1 above. 

With respect to claim 11, Blum et al. discloses a frame (figure 2, element 200) having an 
object (i.e. eye charts, the patient reviews the eye charts through his/her own electro-active 
eyewear 220) associated therewith, a spectacles frame (figure 2, elements 230, 240, 250, 260) 
coupled to the frame, and two lenses coupled to said spectacles frame (230, 240, 250, 260). The 
diopter value (O) of the lenses is governed by the equation 0=l/u+A+B-AO, wherein "A" is the 
degree of myopia, which is negative and reflects the diopter of distance vision correcting, "B" is 
the degree of focus-out diopter and has a value between 0.1-3D, "AO" is the adjust value, and 



Application/Control Number: 10/584,355 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2873 

"u" is the distance between the object and the lenses. However, Blum does not disclose wherein 
the object is a game machine's LCD. 

Since both a view chart and a game machine's LCD function as a visual object, the 
selection of a game machine's LCD in place of the view chart is seem as design experience upon 
the environment of use to ensure optimum performance. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having skill in the art to replace the view chart in 
ophthalmic system with a game machine's LCD for matter of design choice. In addition, 
applicant does not discuss any technical advantage or critical to use the game machine's LCD. It 
is therefore obvious to one skill in the art to use game machine's LCD for varying visual object 
for viewer. 

With respect to claims 14 and 15, Applicant's claims 14 and 15 are "product by method" 
claims and do not distinguish over the Blum's reference regardless of the method used for 
training myopia. It should be noted that the method of forming the device, such as "providing" 
and "adjusting". . .etc., is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device itself. 
Therefore, this limitation has not been given patentable weight. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TUYEN Q. TRA whose telephone number is (571)272-2343. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky L. Mack can be reached on 571-272-2333. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Scott J. Sugarman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2873 

/Tuyen Q Tra/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2873 



